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PERIOD FDR RFPI Y [check either a) or b)] 

a) ^ The period for reply expires 4.months from the mailing date of the final rejection 
earned patent terrr. adjustLnt CFR 1 704(b^ ""^""^ '^^'^ °^ '''"^'V "1^- ^«d-ce any 

IS A Notice Of Appeal was filed on 10^. Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.0 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

° SetTor^^p^^^^^ ^PP-' -^*--"y -ducing or simplifying the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
NOTE: 

3.n Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s)- 

SXgTern-airar — ' ^^-"^^ ^ -P--- ^'-'^ fi-ed amendment 

^Sco^d£S^S^^S= 

Ivn^i^T^^ • P'^P"^®^ amendment(s) a)^ will not be entered or b)^ will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below orappended 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 1-51. 57-85. i9.-i -i26. 128-I3n. 132. 133. 138-142. and 145-14q 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. n The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)^ approved or b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. U Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 
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Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Applicant's argument that DeSimone requires a 
sandwich structure comprising two outer layers and a rebond foam core layer is unpersuasive. Specifically, applicant argues that this 
requirement of the DeSimone reference would lead away from the presently claimed invention. This argument is unpersuasive because 
the DeSimone invention is not so limited. The sandwich structure is one preferred embodiment. The reference also teaches the rebond 
foam layer without the two outer layers. Note, in particular, working Examples 17-19. Thus, applicant's arguments are unpersuasive an 
the rejections stand. 



